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INTRODUCTION

Professor Dale Tillecy of the University of California zt Berkeley

In his study - A COLLEGE FOkEVERYONE - states that the community college

is an emerging instItution wIth.multiplejaistotical_roots- Since Its own----

identity haa; been closely tied,to the changing functions Of.other educe-

tional institutions, particularly the public schools and the Land Grant

'Universities, its educational philosophy is both eclectic and frequently

misunderstood. 1

This practioum on Societal Factors is addressed to this identity

problem of many community colleges withIn their own communities based

on the belief that rsunierstanding on the part of the public as to the

role of the community college is in part due to the failure by the commun-

ity colleges to present their philosophy in anunderstafidable manner and

to make the best use of the media in reaching,their public.

To be more specific, the Metropolitan Community Colleges recently

conducted a 59.9 million dollar bond campaign which failed.'

The Kansas City Times commented editorally, "In the post-mortem on the

bond debacle, the Metropolitan Community Colleges presented a recital of

excuses both sublime and ridiculous. Following an analysis of what

the Metropolitan Community Colleges had stated to explain the defeat in

1Medsker, Leland L., and Dale Tillery. Breaking die Access Barriers,
Carnegie Foundation for the,Advancement of Teaching, 1971, p. 37.

2The Kansas City Times, November 1, 1975,
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the bond campaign, the editorial concluded with this conmen , "...the best

campaign dsually is to tell the people what is needed, ex0,ain why it is

needed, and to present' specific plans showing that it will be done well at

the lowest possible cost."3*

if
This practicum attempted to _alLgyze,law_T.Te.1-1thelfetropom-

, . .

munity Colleges in the greater Kansas City area have 4n their ten year'-

history told the people what is needed, explained tp1 the people why it has

been needed and also how well this has been Socom lished in the use of

the local media Which'in turn-is the main instr ent from which the phil-

osophy of the community colleges can and doe reach the general public!.

This practicum presents a survey of the identity problem shared by

many of the community colleges over the United States; presents a' blue-
.

print of what ex'erts in the field of coimunity college education consider

the "correct" image and goals of community colleges; states:a background

study of the Metropolitan Community Colleges under study; and presents

- V
findings of news coverage,of the Metropolitan Community Colleges for the'

years 1965 an'd 1975.

yolk

BACKGROUND AND SIGNIF1CANCE
0

The two-year college movement in this country is in a state of dramatic

change and development. This condition is reflected in the nomenclature of

such colleges, in the educational purposes and populations they serve, and

in the recognition and support accorded to such colleges by the public.

The comprehensive two-year community college:is generally regarded to be

3.-
Kansas City Times, November 1) 1975, p. 96:
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tile most dYnamic and fastest-growing segment of,education in America. Any
. /

institution growing at,a rapid rate can be expected to suffer from "growing

/Painsu and community colleges are no eXception."-,,,..
.- ---

pne_of_the most sighificant problems confronting communitY colleges
--....,- .. ..

is that of developing and promulgating an id tity Which will facilitate

its further development.and its abilAty to mobilize resources appropriate

to the educational needs it attempts to serve.

As the public becomes increasingly aware of the community college, a

number of paradoxes appear which limit public understanding and blur the

identity of this newest and fastest growing segment in American higher edu-
,

cation.

;
Terry CeBannon suggests that such paradoxes are understandable when

one studies both the growth anddevelopment of the community-junior college

system. Ue suggests that administrators and faculty are zealously proud of

the excellence of their academic programs which propel students into four-

year colleges and universities but that they also broadcast their*Willing-

nese to play an ever greater role in vocational training. Also, he points

out that the community college is generally viewed as places where high school

graduates can receive two more yearn of public education and thus it appears

to the public incongruous that half of community-junior college.students are

twenty-one years of age or older. Institutions once called "junior colleges"

change their names to "community colleges" and often leave the pObliewon

dering why. Educated consumers, taught that, "therget what they pay for,"

question how the community-junior colleges can claim both high quality and

low cost.
4.

MOM.

4WBannon, Terry, Teachers for Tomorrow. University of Arizona Press,

1972, p. L.
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Community-junior colleges, attempting to be all things to all people,

often find themselves in an "identity crisis" according to Edmund J.

Gleazer since they are also different things to different people.5'

Despite these paradoxes, however, the growth of community colleges

proceeds at a phenomenal rate. In the fall of 197.0, nearly 2,400,000 stu-
.

dents were attending 1,070 community=luniox-A221Sles. 6. This was four

times the.number of community-junior college attending in 1960 and nearly

twice the number of community-junior colleges.7'

Educators.close to the movement And committed to its comprehensive

goals are aware that it is more than a hasty response to a frantic need.

They know that the wide -ranging,interests and Aptitudes of young and adult .

men and women who enter through the "open door" have necessitated the multi-

,

directional aims of the colleges. Further, they know that the community

colleges have developed a tradition of attitudes and ideals which has

the,potential tO fuse their diveruity of peoples and programs. This

knowledge oh the part of eduCators, however, makes the identity crises all

the more frustratipg if the goals and objectives of coiriMunity college edu-
,

cation remains vague and paradoxical for the general public. An example

of this problem exists in the Metropolitan Community Colleges under study

in this practicum. In April of 1975, the resultsdof a study made by the

Metropolitan Community Colleges Showed that most people in the District know

little or nothing about the community college system.8' In id article

appearing in the Metropolitan newspaper, Barry Carron, education writer,

P
reported that despite rapidly increasing-enrollment, the study proves that

501earer, Edmund J., Jr., "Emerging-Role of the Community Junior College;"
Peabody Journal of Educations XLVII, No. 4 (July, 1971), p. 225.

btJunior College Journal, February, 1971.
74loc. cit.
8.Writrra Survey to Determine the D4strices needs In the next 10 years.
Results presented to the May Board Meeting of the Trustees.

8
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there is an identity problem. Of the 1,708 persons Selected at random

in the District, 76 per.cent.said they knew little Or nothing of Longview,

Maple Woods, or Penn Valley Communitr Colleges. 9 It seems a fair evalu-

ation to,atate that if 1,297 individuals out of 1,708 individuals,failed
t

. . -
to -know tittle, if anything, concerning the three colleges of the Metro-

politan Community College District, that a'major identification-problem.

exists tenyears after the Metropolitan Community College District was es-

tablished. Another series of articles in the Metropolitan newspaper would

indicate that the administration, trustees and the collegeeof the other

Metropolitan System are not considered or known as community leaders and

forces. In July of 1975, the articles on the POHER/STRUCTURE"of the Greater,

Kansas City Area failed to consider that the MetrOpolitan Junior College .

District - Kansas City had any influence in eithee-the" present decision-,

making within the greater Kansas City community or with the development of

leadership for the community. Arso, 16 a list of names of prominent leaders

within the community, no mention was made of anyone associated withithe

Metropolitan JUnior College District or.one of its fourcolleges: 10:

This lack of identity and\influence is more difficult to understand

with the realization that, while the community college.szsteM is only ten

years of age, within the Kansas City commuility, the junior college system

from which the community college district developed has been a part of the .

educational picture since 1915.

Me institution which formed the nucleus of Metropolitan Junior College-

Kansas City was founded in 1915 by the Kansas City Board of Education. Or-

iginally, there were six divisions of the school. In addition.to the junior.

9."Schools pack Identity byEarry Carron, Kinsss City STAR, Section A, p. 12
(April 9, 1975)

.1°!"The Power Structure in Kansas City" by Harry Jones and Michael Corrigan.
A series of three major.articXas printed in'the Kansas City STAR.

on July 23, Julr 24, and Juli 25, 1975. p. 1 for.each article.
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college, there were a teacher.training school, a high achool,,,a mechanical
.

arts school, a.ttsde school, and a business training school. Shortly after-
.

wards, a nu rees' training school was also added. As long as this organi-

. .

zation prevailed, the school vas known-as the Kansas City Polytechnic
s

Institute. Because of the rapid growth of.thc junior college and the re-

suiting need for more space, however, most of-the other divisions were trans-

ferred.6 other institutions. The businesq treining schonl was retained,.

and in 1919 these divisions were combined in the Junior College of Kansas

Ciy.

The next experiment'in junior college education was begun in 1930.

Tim School Board initiated the Northeast Junior College of Kansas City.

Following the recommendations of such educators as Dr. L. 1.17 Koos of the

University of Chicago, thislcombined the last two yedrs of high school and

the two years of junior college into a three year course of study. In 1937,

the Northeast experiment was discontinued, and a'number of the instructors

who had taught in tuis program joined the faculty of the Junior College of

Kansas City.

Before this experiment was brought to an end, however, the School Dis-

trict created another junior college at Lincoln high school. The Lincoln

Junior College vas establiihed in 1936 and continued to operate unti271954

when its students tra ferred to the Junior College ox.gensas City.

During the ninetee thirtide When the experimental!' Junior collige

education were nitjatd at Northeast and Lincoln high schoois, the Junior

College of Kansas City continued to operat e as it had done since 1919. 'In.

.1942, however, it was broUght together with the Teachers College of Kensas

City, which had begun ai the teacher training school of the Polytechnic

Institute. The new InstitutIon was called the Kansas City Junior and' Teacher/J.

.

,
10
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College. In 1944, "the Teachers College division was discontinued, and

for the next twenty years.the school way; again known as the Junior College

of Kansas. City.

In May of 1964, the voters of the Kansas CitY,Zelton; Center, Grand-

view, Hickman Miils, Lee's Summit, North Kansas City, and RaytOwn school

districts created a special junior "college district, At that time, the

Kansas City Board of EAucation agreed to transfer its junior college to a:.

new district, se that it became Metropolitan Junior College - kansas City.
.

Since the reorganization, the affairs of the college have been goVerned by

a Board of Trusfees composed of six members. Threewere elected by the voters

of the Kansas City School District and three were elected by the,voters of

the other school districts until a court decisi^n made the election of the

six board meMbers basic to the equal. representation of the rule ol-dia-vote

equalization.

. In November, 1965, voters of the Metropolitan Junior Collepie-District-

Kansas City, Missouri, authorized, by a fourfto-one majority, the sale of

.alightly over $25 million in bonds. These'bonds were to be used to purchase

three sights of ground for the junior college and to construct buildings on

a central site - the first site to be developed.

After conducting a site search and evaluatien,,the Board of Trustees
. .

decided to purchase and develop a 150 acre tract -,commonly referred to as,

the Bennington Site - located in the northwestern sectibn of Raytown 5choel

4

District. An architectural firm was selected, land purchased, engineering

studies were made, and considerable development planning underaken.

Shoitly after the Bennington site was selected, critical problems de -

veloped which threatened the -future of Metropolitan Junior College.' The

.Metretholiran commnnity was suriously divided on the quelstion of theisuit-
.

ability of the Bennington site to meet the perceived neecis of the:.dollege.

1 1
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district. Although it vas Aographically near the center of the District,
*/
. / .

.

r a number of individUals'and groups concerted with the futu4, of education
. . _ .

-
4 . ,

.' in the metropolitan reglon believed the BenriingtOn site to be too far re-
.

.

. . I

moved from areas of greatest need. In additioa,.it was believed that:the

'

w

:-aite did not meet the implied intent af.the'bond issue.

...4v. \
Because of the adverseipublic reaction.arld divided opinion among

_ .
., . .

Board members, tha Board decided to .halt *develdpment work and appoint -a
-

. . ...
, Citizen's Adrisory Committee to assist in the lielectitn'of a consulting

__.
4

. .

,
.

firm to undertake a comprehensive study,of the problem and formulate longs%

range plans fot the dev lopment of a truly comprehensive Mettopolitaa
.. .

.'

Junior College. The Boa14 ogeTrustees and its Citizegr's Advisory Committee
.

. .

...
selected Arthur D. Little, Inc. to carry out tan asiighment. -4-

--
..

S.

The Arthur D. Little ComPany vas rdtained in 1967 by the Board td.

provide through arvintensive study of the critical factors relating to v
. - -

r- District deffelopment, a master vlan for qhe District. A part of the plan
. 14

... ,
i

i .

vas to he recommendations upon which the !oard tould act In moving the Dia-
-. .

4
,trict forward. The report by Arthur B. 1.ttle Company' WAS made to the

... V.
. Board in February of 1918. A fu11 written'rePort in three volumes VAS

presented.in May of,1968.
-

The Little ieport to the Board of Trustees c Coined a number of criti-

cal recommendationa and supporting documentation. V lume One, the Execu-
.

tive Summary, contained the basic study recommendatiens; Volume Two,

Guidelins for Deirelopment, projected a course of action if the recomdenda-

tions of the report_Are accepted; and/Volume'Three provided hard data and
-

other considerations made'in tbe study. Since February of 1968, die Arthur
Ylf

D. Little Report has served as a basic blueprint foi Diatriet 4evelopment:'

4r4
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As such, its recommendations have been closely observed in the proceir of

District-Advancement.11'

The major ihd most significant recommendations of,the Arthur D. Little

report were:

A. The District should undertake the simultaneous development

of three colleges, each providing comprehensive community

services.12.
,

14 The development of permanent physical facilities for the

three colleges should take place in two p ses; phase 1 to

be from 10.to 1974, phase 11 to be from,19 to 1980.1-3*

C. The fullionge of alternatives available for financing the

development of the District should be utilized. Critical,

however, to the overall succeis of District development would

be the planning for a second,general obligation bond issue.11"

D. A District administration shOuld be established to giye leader-

ship and direction to.implementing.the report.15*

E. The excellent twb-year transfer program of the College should

be augmented with strong efforts related bp occupatiOnal prd-

-grams,*comminitf service efforts, and co-operative work exper-

16.
ience programs.

the recommendations in the Arthur D. Little study dontained two

addlitional and critical considerations.

ill-'phase 11 Development. Office of the Chancellor, Metropolitan Junior
College District - Kansas City, 1972, p.3

12.Art1iur D. Little Report,
13.1bid., p.3

p.4

15./bid.,p.5
16Ibid., p.6

13
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1. Thesequence and timing schedule contained in irolume Tvo of the

report prpvided a general framework-in which district develop-

ment should occur.

2. The reitrt'recommended that during the process of development,

-periodic "in-house" evaluation-ofprogress bhould be made.17'
.

The Board of Trustees of the Metropolitan Community Colleges voted at

the regular ieeting June 19, 1975, to-accept an MCC staff prepared ten year

Master Plan outlining General.Guidelines for District-vide growth and develop-

ment; to submit a $59 million Bond Issue to the v6ters, to convert the Metro-

politan Institute of Communiiy Services to a fully accredited fourth college,

and io raise student fees_and tuition.18*

The Master Plan accepted by the Board is a basic planning document for

the development of the Metropolitin Community CoIkeges which'includes cyrric-
. .

ulum, facilities development:haff, enrglIment projections, and fiscal oon

siderations. An extensive building program and expatsion of the Metropolitan

Institute to a fourth college college without valls - are the plan's

major components.

According to a'hanceirr Ervin L. Harlacher, "This is the first time a
/-

Master Plan fOr the District has been developed from within, based,on the

input of a cross-section of the MCC community. Furthermore, the plan has

a built-in mechanism to prevent obsolesence. Itcill be updated annuallf,
s.

to keep our syatem flexible with the.times."19*

This detailed history of the e4oIution of the present-day Metropolitan
. .

Community Colleges has been presented-to suggestfirst, that the educational

17Arthur D. Little Report
18Thid p. 81.

19Mjnutesof the doard of

, Volume II, p.-81f.

Truatees, (Junt 19, 1975).

r

-1:-,*
e
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sysbAem has aVer the yeais presented,a number of ndws vatue copy to have
.

become fully ideiltified within the dormunity. Secdnd, it would apiear that
.

such identity has not really been established.
2 ,

-

. Three professional:journalists haye stated in their textbooks on Rpws

4.

11.

.
. .

coverage that (I.) the.old j ournalistic Weakness for emphasizing: trouble '

. . .

rather than achievement isvart of-the difficulty in achievi ng a balanced
. .

.
., .

presentation of ate news of educationOlowever, (2) the extreme sensitivity

,

of'school and coIlege administrations to criticism handicaps ev,en their

. .
. defenders when they embark on a purely fact-finding educational story20 21. 22

. -
,

In a situation armentioned in the second statement abbve, there ia

little possibility for aconsructiø4 dialogue and the educational:system

and the7Press may easily drift into postures of mtitual hostiliiy. In part,

this-may te Otte of the problemi faced by.the Metropolitan Comunlinity Colleges

. . .

since oyet the years there has been ac issue a question of initual respect
,

ist

between:,the administration of We college district and 1091'1 educational re-

porters. ' .
.

.

What is presented in the research of thls practicum would seem to indi-
, .

,; . i f
cate that the MetropOlitan Oaminnity Colleges have had,press coverage,.but

.

.
. t

often thb wrong type
l
of coverage to establish in the minds OfThe'readerst

. .. .

(who are the public for the college system), a positive identification of ., ,'

f--r -
.

. ; .
the college, its goals and objectives. - . i

.
.

. ,
L.

1:6

... °

PROCEDURES
.

In order to c are the'newspaper coverege af.1965 eo that in 1975,the

.

.
2011ohenberg, John, The Professional Jonnalist, Holt, Rinehart and Wine-

.., ton, New York, 1973, p. 383.
. . "-Hough, G orgelit., News yrisim Houghton Miff/in Company, Roston, 1975,

'Y p. $7f. ..

.
22°Fedler red, Reporting for the Print Media, Harcourt, Rmace Inct, New

,
oik, 1 3, pp. 169-74. .
r

'
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Sanford Greendahl Copy Value Rating Scale was applied to each article from

each of the two years.

While the newspaper serves in all its areas as a comriunicatoi, cer-
.

.
.

taih divisions of the neWspaper serve best to transfer both quick and

accarate information and create an image value for purposes of pane re-

lations:

12.

The Sanford-Greendahl Copy Value Rating Scale pinpoints those areas

established by tdmund C. Anold in his MODERN NEWSPAPER DESIGN - as the

headline, the iirst psoragraph, (lead paragraph) of a story, the total inches

devoted to the story and the classification of the story for the objective

value'. In addition, a subjective value is given to each article by the
.

'evaluator making a value judgement of the individual copy.

The Sanford -Greendahl scale is based op a q,- 5 point sYstem for each

of the five categories on the scale amounting to a totle possible score of

25. ft

The following criteria exists for each of the divisions of the scale:
A

CATEGORX CRITERIA EXAMPLE .

#1. HEADS
(headlines)

5 Headline should contain
unusual mixture of words
which contain positive
element while maintaining
easy and understandable
readership..

4 Headline should contain
future tense or use of
infinitive, gerund or
principle in either bodyi
or kicker. However, use.4
of future tense will sat -
isfy'general rating of 4'
value. .

Headline is standard - ''Schools Open For Fal1
attracts in general reader - Term
interest. *Headlines wing:
pastitensw(ed) autodatically ,

falls into.this raiing *lane. '

Council Approves
Budget in Shortest .

Session Ever

_ _ _

Ancient Chutch Caril:Jn
to Find Home in Museum:

1 6
7



CATEGORY CRITERIA

1A4'
#/ HEADS
(Headlines)

-

011

112 FIRST GRAPH

(lead paragraph).

2 Hcmdline should contain
a negative element, stated
or implied.

1 Headline contains terms
which gives reader minus
rationale such as - defeat,
fired, resigned, quake, .

accident, missing funds,
false statement, lay offs,
storm, recession, etc.

6 Five points are scored if
the first paragraph contains
a concrete:m.6n, activmverb,
modifier, identifies person,
institution Or organization,
and has an interest level
stated within 35 - SO words

-of the coverage.

4 has four of the above
elements.

3 has three of the above
eleMents.

. .

2 has two of the above
elements._

1 has one of the above
-elements.

113 TOTAL INCHES --

#4 CLASSIFICATION The followirig valu is '
given to each piece of
copy:

News story.

4 Feature coverage -
institutional nature

3 Feature coverage -
human interest

2 Editorial content,
(include letters1

EXAmeLE

13.

False Fire Report
Evacuates Schoo1s

Casualties )ounting
as Fires Bieak Out

te

r

1 neve item of notice value 4
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CATEGORY

#5 VALUE JUDGEMENT OF
CONTENTNATTER

CRITER/A EXAMPLE

This is subjective but
each'evaluator is asked
to teed the article and.
-fotm a value-judgement
on a scale of 1 to 5,
(5 being excellent with
1 being poor), which,
gives in the opinion of
the evaluator the image
the reader would perceive
from the article.

Each of the two evaluators rated each article for both years on a
'

rating sheet (sep appendix). In cases where the two evaluators disagreed

by nore than twe'points, a.third or compramise evaluition was given by an

outside party. Of the 187 total articles for 1965 an4.197 5 a compromise

14..

0

evaluation was needed in twelve cases.

The two or three ratings were then averaged for each of the five'

. \ .

.
- caiegories and a total score for each'article was computed, An example

. L. . .

of the rating scale applied to an article can be found fil the(appendix.
. . .. .

i Fot th e purPose of this study, a total of nine comparisons were made
t

from_the collected data.

L. Alte most obvious comparison is the differenCe.in the total
/4-

. , pieces of news in 1965 compared to 1975. (Sea Figure 1). .1
.

.

2. In the same vain, a comparison of the amounts 'of.coverage #

, per month was made. (seq.Vigure 2)

3. TEe average rating (1-5) for category ntimber.1 (Heads) in

, 1965 was compared to 1975 (see table 1). The average for

each category and div

S
ing by the total number of artiCles

for that year.

4. The avarsge rating for category number 2 4First -graph) in-
:.

1965 and 1975 was conpared (See Table 1).

18
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5. The average rating for category number 3 (Inches) in 1965

and 1975 was compared (;ee Table I).

6. The average rating for.category number 4 (CIassification)

4
in 1965 and 1975-wOs coMiered -(iee Table 1):

7. The average rating for category number 5 Oralue in 1965

and 1975 wos compared _(see Table 1). 4

.8. The average total rating for categories 1 through 5 was

compared (see Figure 3).

9. The flnal comparison was between the specific types 41,

articles as ranked in category number' 3 (imp Table 2)0'

r .
RESULTS
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The following figures and tables represent the tabulation of datq co1,7,

i

lected on newspaper articles concerning the Meiropolitan Community C4Leges
i

in 1965 and 1975. .
.i.. ,
..
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Figure.1
Total Articles for 1965 and 1975.

From PUure 1 a drastic decrease in coverage of the district in 1975

from 1965 can be seen.4 This difference is more clearly seen in Figure 2,

which is a monthly comparison of the too years. Notice that there were('
. _
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16.

more ariicles in the two months surrounding the bond election in 1965 than

in the entire year,of 1975. It Ahould be noted that the bond election of

1965 was in November and the election of 1975 was in October. This accounts

for the difference in the dates of peak periods in 1965 and 1975.
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Figure 2
'Amount of Articles Per Month in 1965 and 1975.
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Table 1
Average Ratings Per Category for 1965

CATEGORY 1965

and 1975.

1975

#1 HEADS 3.33 3.25

#2 FIRST GRAPH 4.60 4:78

#3 INCHES 2.72 2. 36

114 CLASSIFICATION 3.82 4. 01.

#5 VALUE JUDGEMENT 3.98 3. 39

OF CONTENT MATTER

In Table 1, the comparison of each category on the Sanford-Greendahl

scale can be seen. A slight decrease in categories 1;(Heade and 3 (Total

inches) from 1965 to 1975 is visible. A elight increase froi 1965 to 1975

can be seen in caegories 2 (First graph) and 4 (ripe of article). The

most apparent change can be slin in category 5, where the judgeA value Of

the article in 1975 was almost .6 of a point less than in 1965. Thia should

be considered a marked decrease in the valtie of the 1975-articles. In Figlre

3, the total value 1 1975 artiCles has decreased by a little more than 1/2

of a point. On a, Scale offl to 25 this appSrs'io be an insignificant change.
-

./

4
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Figure 3
Average Total Score of Articles in 1965 and 1975..
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In Table 2 below, a comparison is made between 1865 and 1975 according

to the amount .of etch type of article listed in the Sanfora-Greendahl scale.

The most drastic decrease apparent here is in the amount.of human intarest

stories. ,Both institutional and individual hltpnri interest stories decreased

by over 70%.

o,

Table 2 .0 .

Total Number of Articles According to" Type in 1865 and 1975.

CLASSIFICATION 1965 1875

1. News 54\ 47
2. Human Interest

(Institutional)

14
r-

4

3. Human Interest 17 4

(Individual)
4. Editorial 19 12
5. Notice Value 10

. /
6

0
RECOHNENDATIONS

_

44-1$

This practioum recommends that both-the Distri6t-Administration Cud

the administrators of the fogr,colleges with the Hetropolital Community

Colleie System study its findings in hope that the accomplishments, goais

/22



and ob3ectives of the District might in the future receive wider and more

positive coverage within the area.

-

Specific recommendations to be considered would include the following:

1. Some type of in-service training by provided so that adminis-
1

tration, faculty and staff of each college-and the district

might beter understand how the image of the district or a col-

legemight be presented to obtain maxiium coverage and under-

standfng by both the professional media and the public,

2. Same effort be made to caimunicate with all areas'of the media

the daily story of the accomplishments of.the community colleges

and to understand the necessities of working with the professional

press within their own professional standards.

3. To attempt to communicate the community college siory in simple

language. For example, a master Plan must by. it's nature be

lengthy and incorporate some edueationsl jargon, but effot'ag

could and should be made to present an abstract of such a study

in a simple and concise.manner which will e both.interesting and

neWs worthy.

4. To recognize the need to cooperate with the press in obtaining

coverage. That is, to'understand that not every.college event

will be covered; to give the media advanced .notice of events

sand to understand deadline requirements and time schedules for
.

the television stations. NeWS conferences called in the late:

afternoon will automatically m/se coverage on the six o'clock

news just aenews stories given to the print mai; late mill

seldom receive more.than a one or two inch\notice,

23
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5. nnally, it is recommended that the District nake an evaluation

of lust how well their goals and objectives are being net and

give the results to the professional press in a manner which will

againtIdemand positiye coverage and on such occasions when the news

iS noe.positive, be willing,to accept a negative piece of news

coverakee_

The final suggestion is.based on a suumary of recent literature on die

subject of theopurposee of a comprehensive community college. Perris N.

Crawford suggests that much:of the misunderstanding concerning the com-

munity colleges could be overcome if these same community colleges would

consgantly show to their public that they are providing the following ser-

vices. That is, a comprehensive community college should provide far all

persods'above the 12th grade age level education consistent with the pur-

poses of the individuala and the society of which they are a part. The

educational needs appropriate for comprehensive community molleges to ful-

-

fill at this time should include: * p.

"

Zs a

a

z

1. The need for programs of liberal arts and science courses, usual

4.

,s4\ _& gto'the first and second years of collettA which will provicue.-o --
..

. . .,..
. - .

- soudd general and pre-professional educiiion of such quality

that credits may be'trinsferred to'a national or regional ac-

credited four-year college or university and applied toward de-
.

t grees of the baccalaureat level;

2. The need for oacupational (including vocational and technical)

prograus the trades, business, industrial, agricultural, and

semi-professional fields. Such programs may be remedialdn

nature or provide for retraining, and illy be of long or short"

lutation, depending on the amount of time Deeded by the student

24.
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to compiete.the requirements for entrance into given_occupationals;

3. The need for programs of courser foradults and ofher cOmmunity.

.

: college studente, ler which credit'may or may not be given, de-

signed to profice

health&lhiving,
,

general education aad to improve self-government,

:

understanding of-civic and public affairs, avo- .

t , ... y.,.

tational growth, constructive use af leisure time,,personal aith

family living satisfactions, cultural depth, and tolnciLitate
.

. ' .

)e '

occupational advancement;

4. The need for individual iervices to students, including guidance

.

ind counseling, assistance in careir seleCtion, removal of defic-
_

iencies in preparatibn for college programs, remedial education

' and compensatory education, as well as personality and health.im-

provement; .

5.*The need for pro2rams and pervices for indiiiduals and groupa
-1.-,

interested in cuttural, civic; recreational, or other community

betterment projects.23*
4

.

A

Or to summariz:in another way, according to Ervin'L. Uirlacher in

his.stU4y of the community college function add its relationship to.thg

community --the conclug:fon is that the image is built uPon first, a solid
4

foundation og citizen participation and community coilege.intgractions ?

and second on a thorough understanding Of the community.24.

23Perris N. Crawford, "A Twentieth Century Inititution: the Community.

College: Address delivered at Southwestern College.Agreement Conference,
Battle Creek, Michigad, November 16, 1961.

24. Ervin L. Harlecher, The; Comtmnaty Dimension of the Community College,
Prentice-Hall, Inc., Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey, 1969, p. 37f
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Date of article:

r Appendix

-NEWS ARTICLE WING AEET A
\

(Practicum code #
. . .
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Evalustoris Ol' #2 C. 'Final
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FIRST GRAPH concrete punn`...

(lead paragraph) activeVerbs
modifLets

identificilion
interest element

TOTAt INCHES

'CLASSIfICATION

V

ftm. 40.MmokMW 1",
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1

.11111. mr
a

.11
news
feature (institutionkl)
feature (human interep)
editorial content

, 1.
notice value

0

VALUE JUDGEMENT OF CORTERT MATTER

Total Value Points - (25-0)
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